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RefpeRting the Right of 
PROTESTANT CHURCHES 


To require the 


CLERGY to 8UB$SCRIBE 


TO AN 
ESTABLISHED CONFESSION 
OF 


FAITH and DOCTRINES. 


Wherein is conſidered, the Tendency and Force 
of the Argument. 
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l T THE 
. 
OF THE 


Archdeaconry of ESSE > 


Reverend Brethren, 


AS the VI N DIC AT ION on which 
I have taken the Liberty to 
remark, was delivered in Charge to 


You; if, on that account, You 
ſhould think I have employed my 
Pen rather officiouſly in this Matter, 
You will give me Leave to obſerve, 
that, as your Ax cuDEacon hath 
thought proper, from the Preſs, to 
offer 


BEDICATION 


offer what was charged upon You, as 
Advice (I may rather call it a Harn- 
ing) to Us all, againſt the dangerous 
Tendency of the Cox HESSIONAL; 
what Hs hath ſaid, it is hoped, may 
be freely examined by any one, with- 
out peculiar Oftence being taken by 
You. — For the reſt, my Apology 
is to You, in common with the Pub- 
he.” 

LzT me aſſure You, then, that it 
is not without Concern I view the 
Tendency of the Argument I under- 
take to examine, nor without Reluct- 
ance, that, In cxpoling it, } appear 
in Oppoſition to One who ſo worthily 
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DEDICATION. 


fills the arduous and uſeful Stations in 
which HE is placed. If the Argu- 
ment ſhould, however, though fram- 
ed with the moſt friendly Intention 
of defending the Conduct of the re- 
formed Churches in a certain reſ- 
pect, be found, on Examination, 
more likely to diſſerve their Cauſe in 


general, and to give an Advantage to 


their grand Adverſary, I ſhall not be 


thought an impertinent and forward 
Diſputant, nor to have aimed, either 


at weakening or diſcrediting our 


Church Eſtabliſhment, by diſproving 


all Authority of its Governours over 
Ourſelves or the Laity, which is not 


conſiſtent 


DEDICATION. 
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conſiſtent with the Principles of Pro- 
teſtantiſm and religious Liberty. 
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Jam, with true Regard, 


Your affeftionate Brother, 


; The AUTHOR. | 
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Dr. Rutherforth's Argument, &c* L 


ce O vindicate the general Right which 
cc the Governours of our own, or of 
40 any other proteſtant Church, have 


eto enjoin, that all thoſe, who are admitted 
eto the Office of public Teaching in it, 
« ſhall ſubſcribe to the Truth of ſome Con- 
feſſion of Faith and Doctrines, is the 
profeſſed Defign of the Performance before 
me. — It is my Deſign to enquire, 


* 


* 


WHITHER the Reaſoning, on which 
Dr. RUTHER FoRTH hath procecded in 
proof of the Right he hath undertaken to 
vindicate, tends; and then conſider the Force 
of the Argument itſelf. 


B Cox CERN- 


2 An EXAMINATION of 


ConcrtRNING the Right of Church 
governours in the caſe of Subſcription, the 
PROFESSOR hath more cautiouſly expreſſed 
himſelf in aſſerting, than warily proceeded in 
his Argument to prove, it. From the profeſ- 
Jed Deſign of his Performance we ſhould ex- 
pect to find the Vindication limited to the Go- 
vernours of proteſiant Churches, and to ſome 
particular Confeſſions to the Truth of which 
they might have a Right to enjoin Subſcrip- 
tion; but, throughout the Argument, we 
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| have no Sight of ſuch Limitation. His 
Reaſoning falls within the following Narrow 
. ; 
2 Trex End and Purpoſe for which : 
ec Chriſtianity (or the Church univerſal) was : 
te inſtituted, is to lead Men to eternal Life F 


K 
* 


by the Preſervation and Advancement of 
te true Religion. It is therefore the Duty of 
ce thoſe, who are appointed under CHRIS to 
c ſuperintend and govern particular Churches, 
ce to ſecure and promote, as far as they are 
te able, the true Faith and Doctrines of the 
Goſpel by the only legitimate 

% Means, 
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Ds. RutuzRforTh's Argument, &c. 3 


t Means, however; viz. Inſtructions in the 
% ſame, backed by Exhortations and Admo- 
ce nitions. Since, therefore, this is the Duty 
of Church-governours, they have a Right 
to require, that all thoſe whom they ap- 
ce point to be Paſtors and Teachers, ſhould 
te firſt ſubſcrive to an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, 


that ſufficient Aſſurance may be given of 


<< the Souindneſs of their Faith and Doctrines.“ 
This is the Subſtance (a) of the Argument 
in Vindication of the Right contended for. 
The Remainder of the Performance conſiſts 
chiefly of Strictures on a late remarkable Pub- 
lication (5); the general Attention to which 
gives the Proſpect of a btiſk Diſcuſſion (may 
it be conducted with Femper!.) of the 
Rights of the Chriſtian Church, and therein 
of our Church in particular. It is not my 
Intention to concern myſelf with theſe Stric- 
tures any farther than occaſionally to collect 
from them the Doc To's Sentiments and Prin- 


(a) The Reader may fee it at full Length in the three 
firſt Pages of the Vindication. 


) The Confeſhonal, 
ciples 
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ciples of reaſoning as illuſtrating the Nature 
of his Argument. | 


TE univerſal Church of Car1sT, accord- 

ing to our VIN DIS AToR, includes in it“ all 
c thoſe, who profeſs to believe in his name, 
« and have been received by Baptiſm into 
ce the Number of his Diſciples a). Particu- 
& lar Churches are only Parts of the univer- 
« {al Church(4).” The Church of Rome, 
therefore, profeſſing to believe in the Name 
of CnRISS＋, and its Members being received 
by Baptiſm into the Number of his Diſciples, 
is a Part of the Church of CHRIST. Further, 
it it is argued, © that Church-governours(c), 
© becauſe it is their Duty to take care that 
the People ſhould be inſtructed in the 
* Truth of the Goſpel, have a Right 
to require, that all thole, whom they 
* appoint to be Paſtors and Teachers, 


. 
A 


(a) Vind. p. 1. 

(. Vind. p. 2. 

(e) Thoſe who are appointed under c HRIST, to 
ſuperintend and govern particular Churches, Vind. p. 2. 


% ſhould 
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«« ſhould firſt give them ſufficient Aſſurance of 
c the Soundneſs of their Faith and Doctrines 
© —by ſubſcribing to an eſtabliſhed Confeſ- 
e ſion (a). Whatever, therefore, the Right 
contended for is, or whatever is implied in 
it, it is here aſſerted to belong to the Govern- 
ours of every particular Church, that“ pro-- 
« fefſeth to believe in the Name of CHRIST, 
* and whoſe Members have been received by 
<«« Baptiſminto the Number of his Diſciples.” 
Conſequently, it belongs to the Church of 
Rome. Merely that it doth ſo, is not a ſuffi- 
cient Reaſon why a Proteſtant ſhould refuſe 
to admit it, any more than the moſt allow- 
ed Claim, which that Church makes in com- 
mon with all proteſtant Churches. Nor is the 
Remark made with a View to prejudice the 
Reader againſt the PRoFEss0R's Argument 
on that account; but, however, to prevent 
a Prejudice, it muſt be owned, which the 
Manner of ſtating his Defign might ſuggeſt 
in his Favour, and to my Diſadvantage. For 
I would not have it thought, that he has en- 


(a) Vind. p. 3: 
gaged 
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6 n Examination of 

gaged in the Vindication of a Right peculiar 
to our own or any other proteſtant Church, 
and that I engage in Oppoſition to ſo * a 


Cauſe: 


: Havin ſhewn that the Argument (ad- 
mitting its Validity) brought in proof of the 
Right which Church-governours have to en” 

Join Subſcription to an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, 

proves this Right not more in favour of © the 
Governours of our own or of any other pro- 
teſtant Church,” than of the Governours, or 
(if you will) the Govermur of the Church of 
Rome, let us now enquire into the Nature 
and Extent of the Right itfelf,—lt is a Right 
which the Church-governour hath to en- 
& join, that all thoſe, who are admitted to 
« the Office of public Teaching, ſhall ſub- 
« ſcribe to the Truth of ſome Confeſſion of 
« Faith and Doctrines.“ Now, the Right of 
enjoining Subſcription Is not here extended to 
all Confeſſions of Faith and Doctrines( a), but 


(a) It is not, however, directly denied by the Vin D 1. 
CATOR to extend to all, And it will appear in the Se- 


quel that he muſt mean it in a pretty extenſive Latitude. 
only 


Ds. RuTHERFORTH's Argument, &c. 7 


only to ſome. But, unleſs the Church-gover- 
nour hath a Right to enjoin Subſcription-to- 
any Confeſſion whatſoever, there. may be 


ſome Confeſſions to the Truth of which he 


hath no Right to enjoin Subſcription. And 
he that can ſhew, that this Right extends not 
to all, but that it doth to ſome, muſt be able 
to point out ſome one Confeſſion, at leaſt, or 
one Sort of Confeſſion, to the Truth of which 
Church-governours have a Right to enjoin 
Subſcription, and one other, at leaſt, to which 
this Right doth ut extend. Otherwiſe, he 
cannot prove, that they have any Right at 
all; fince he is ignorant of any one Confeſſion 
to the 'Truth of which they can juſtly dan 2 
Right to enjoin Subſcription. | 


DR. RUuTHERFORT R, however, though 
he hath not directly fixed upon any Confeſ- 
ſion, as bearing the Marks or certain Criteri- 
on of its Fitneſs to be propoſed as a Rule of 


Teaching, and enjoined by the Governours 
of the Church to be ſolemnly ſubſcribed by 


the Clergy, yet hath given us what he ap- 
prehends to be the ſole End and Intention of 


requiring 


8 An EXAMINATION of. 
requiring Subſcription, From this we muſt 
judge, as well as we can, what Sort of a 


Right is here contended for, and what may 
be its Extent. 


Tx ſole End, then, for which Church- 
governours enjoin Subſcription to an eſtab- 
liſhed Confeſſion is, that the Candidates for 
holy Orders may * give them ſufficient : 
« Aſſurance of the Soundneſs of their Faith 4 
and Doctrines.“ For, this, ſays he, is 
tc all they do, when they require them to 
e ſubſcribe to an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion (a). 

The Confeſſion then propoſed muſt be of 
ſuch a Nature, that a Subſcription to the 
Truth of it will give the Church-governours 
| ſufficient . Aſſurance of the Soundneſs of the 
Subſcriber's Faith and Doctrines. If the 
Confeſſion to be ſubſcribed doth not give 
them this ſufficient Aſſurance, which 1s the 
very thing and al] that is required, it can he 
of no Uſe or Significance; and the Right of 


(a) Vind. pag. 3. 


enjoining 


Dx. RuTHeRFoRTH's Argument, Gi. 


9 
enjoining it, being equally inſignificant, is 
altogether unworthy a ſerious Diſcuſſion, 


Waun Sort of a Confeſſion, therefore, 
of Faith and Doctrines, upon a ſolemn Sub- 
1 feription to the ſame, will give to Church- 
governours the Aſurance required? What 
Articles ſhould it contain ?—In what Form 
ſhould it be drawn up ?—Or, in what Words 
ſhould the Articles which it contains be con- 
ceived ? —The Governours of every particu- 
lar Church have' a Right to be ſufficiently 
aſſured, that the Miniſters which they pro- 
vide for the People be perfectly ſound in 
their Faith and Doctrines. If they have a 
Right to be ſatisfied in this Matter, we aſk, 
How can they poſſibly have the Satisſaction 
they are entitled to by the Means they inſiſt 
upon ?—What will content them ?—What 
will content them all ?—For they have all an 
equal Right to be ſatisfied ; the Governours of 
one Part of the univerſal Church not more 
than thoſe of any other Part. Yes; they 
have all of them the Right, anp (as the Ar- 
gument goes) they orght all to inſiſt upon this 
C ſufficient 


10 An EXAMINATION of 


ſafficient Aſſurance being given to them; 
Otherwiſe, they negle& their Duty to the 
People, who are to receive their Inſtructors 
from them. For the Right is inferred from 
their Duty to take care, that the People 
ſhall have ſound Doctrine preached unto 
them. May they not, then, be contented 
« with a ſolemn Declaration, or Subſcription 
* (the Diſtinction not being worth an honeſt 
« man's (a) regarding) on the part of 
© Teachers and Paſtors, that they receive the 
« Scriptures as the Word of Gop, and will 
c inſtru the People out of them (5) ?”— 
This is deemed by the PRoFE550R very in- 
ſufficient to ſatisfy Church-governours in our 
Days, which was ſo © unlikely to fatisfy 
« T1MoTHY or TiTvus, that they who 
ee made it (c were ſound in the Faith. 
The Increaſe of Church Emoluments ſince 
the Time of theſe primitive Church-gover- 
nours, is made an Objection to ſuch eaſy 


(a) Vind. p.7. Line 4, from the Bottom. 


(b) Ibid. See alſo ConFrEssIONAL, p. 16. 
(e) P ag. 8. Lin. 2. 


4 Terms 


DR. RuTarrForTA's Argument, &c. 11 


Terms of Admiſſion to preach the Goſpel. 
For, * to ſay the Truth (argues the PR o- 
« FE$SSOR) the more beneficial the Office of 
ee public Teaching in the Church is made, 
© the greater Occaſion there will be to guard 
* againſt falſe Teachers by requiring Sub- 
te ſcriptions of thoſe who are admitted to 
te it (a). So that this is far too general a 
Mode of Confeſſion, and, being inſufficient 
to give Aſſurance of ſound Faith and Doc- 
trines, is not only ſhort of what Church-go- 
verneurs have a R:ght to demand, but of 
what it is their Duty, as Proveditors of ſound 
Doctrine for the People, to require and inſiſt 
upon, 


SHALL we come up to the Extent of 
this Right, then, by allowing, that Church- 
governours may extract from the Scriptures 
a Set of Articles to be ſubſcribed, the moft 
particularly expreſſive of their own Senti- 
ments that they can poſſibly pitch upon, and 
of the Faith and Doctrines, which they 


(a) Vind. p. 4. 
| would 


12 An EXAMINATION of 


would have the People inſtructed in, conceiv- 
ed, however, in no other Words © than the 
ec Words of CRHRISTH and his Apoſtles?” — 

It ſeems not. For (the PRO £580R aſks) 
jf the Senſe of Scripture may be expreſſed 
c more plainly, why not more preciſely, 
than in the Words of Cr n1smT and his 
4 Apoſtles (4) ? ''-—Nay, he obſerves, that 
te nothing is more common, than to extract 


“very unſcriptural Doctrines from Scripture- 


c language. The Governours of the Church 
© have, therefore, found it neceſſary to in- 


e troduce what are called new and unſcrip- 


* tural Words and Expreſſions, not to fix 
the Senſe of Scripture-doctrines, but to 
e fix the Senſe, in which Scripture-expreſ- 
« ſions are underſtood: by thoſe, who are 
Candidates for the Office of public Teach- 
t ing, and whoſe Faith and Doctrines they 
«© have, therefore, a Right to examine into 
e and aſcertain (4),”'—lt ſhould ſeem, then, 
that an eſtablithed Confeſſion of Faith and 


* 
A 


* 
a 


() Vind. pag. 11. lin. I. 
(5) Ibid. lin. 17. 


Doctrines 
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Dr. Ruruxkroxrn'r Argument, &c, 13 


Doctrines may not only expediently — lau- 
fully enough be conceived in other Words than 
thoſe of Scripture, but that it abſolutely ozgbt 
to be conceived in other Words; © thoſe, that 
«© are called new and unſcriptural Words and 
cc Expreſſions,” having been found not only 
moſt proper, but even neceſſary, to anſwer the 


Purpoſe of e a. in the caſe of 
ann 


S8 1Ncœx, therefore, neither a ſolemn Con- 
feſſion, in general, that the Scriptures are the 
Word of Go p, together with as folemn a 
Promiſe that the People ſhall be inſtructed 
out of them; nor a Confeſſion drawn 
up in the Words of CHRIST and his 
Apoſtles, though it ſhould conſiſt of Ar- 
ticles ſtudiouſly ſelected out of Scripture as 
moſt expreſſive of that Faith and thoſe Doc- 
trines which the Governours of the Church 
judge to be ſound, is calculated to give ſuf- 
ficient Aſſurance of the Subſcriber's Senti- 
ments; We need go no farther in aſking, 
what Sort of a Confeſſion will ſatisfy Church- 

governours in this Matter. For, it follows, 


that 


14 e "Exaninarion of © 


that it muſt be ſuch an one as the Church- 
governours | ſhall.pleaſe to enjoin. And, ſince 
it is not fit and proper, that the Articles of 
which it conſiſts ſhould be expreſſed in Scrip- 
ture-terms, in the Words of CHRIST＋TH and 
his Apoſtles, it may happen, eſpecially, if it 
conſiſt of many Articles, that ſome of them 
will be thought very unſcriptural. But, no ; 
matter for that; it is enough, that they are | 
ſcriptural in the Opinion of the Preſcribers and 
Enjoiners. They are here made the only. 
Judges of Orthodoxy ; Judges of it, not for i 
themſelves only, but for the People alſo, 
The People muſt receive their Teachers at 
their Hands, and (ſo far doth the excluſive 
Right of theſe Church-governours reach) uf# 
hear the Word of GoD no otherwile inter- 
preted than ſtrictly and moſt rigorouſly in 
Conformity to the:r Notions. For they have 
a Right to preſcribe a Confeſſion that will 
give them ſuficient Aſſurance, that no Scrip- 
ture-doctrines ſhall be taught whoſe Senſe 
is not fixed as they think it ought to be. To 
receive this Aſſurance they have alſo a Right 
to dra up the Confeſſion in what Terms they 
pleaſe, 


Dr. RUTHERFORTH'S Argument, Cc. is 


pleaſe; to reject Scripture-terms and Expreſ- 
fions, where they admit of any Latitude of 
Interpretation, and to introduce ſuch Terms 
as will moſt preciſely convey the Senſe in 
which they enjoin them to be ſubſcribed. 
However, let us take care we miſrepreſent 
not the Doctor's Meaning on this Head: 


Fon, it is obſerved by him, that Church- 
governours have introduced theſe new and 
unſcriptural Words and Expreſſions © not 
« to fix the Senſe of Scripture-doctrines, 
<<. but to fix the Senſe in which Scripture-ex- 
* preſſions are underſtood” by the Candidates. 
How doth the learned PROFESSOR mean to 
diſtinguiſh here? What Difference appears 
in the Diſtinction?— Or in what Way doth 
he mean it ſhould affect the Argument? — 
Would he ſhew us that there is a material 
Difference between fixing the Senſe of 
Scripture- doctrines,“ and © fixing the Senſe of 
5 Scripture-expre/ions,” containing thoſe Doc- 
trines ?—The Difference is not perceivable; 
any material Difference, at leaſt. For, if the 
Senſe of a ans hs as be fixed, the 


Senſe 


+ M Examination of 
| Senſe of the Dockrine contained in that Ex- 
| preſſion is fixed too; unleſs it can be ſuppoſed 
| that the Doctrine, being myſterious in its 
own Nature, may remain in Senſe and Mean - 
| ing unfixed (in which caſe it can be no Obs 
| ject of Faith) after the Senſe of the Scripture- 
| 
| 


expreſſion is aſcertained and fixed. But 
this I perſuade myſelf cannot be ſuppoſed by 
the PRo#Eg65808R,. 


Do T u the Force of this Diſtinction, then, 
lie in the Difference of the Perſons, whom 
the Fixing the Senſe of Scripture-expreſſions 
is to affect ?—As if it had been ſaid: By intro- 
ducing theſe new and unſcriptural Expreſſi- 
ons into their eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, Church- 
governours pretend not to fix the Senſe of 
Scripture- doctrines, that is, to put up their 
Opinions and Senſe of them, as the Standard 
of Orthodoxy for all others, or even for the 
Church over which they preſide, but only to 
fix the Senſe in which Scripture-expreſſions 
are underſtood by the Candidates for holy Or- 
ders, and this only to the end that they may 
| know their Faith and Doctrines, without 
| lording 
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Da. RUTHERFORTH's Argument; &c. 179, 
lording it in any manner over their Faith or 
the Faith of the People. If this is intended 
by the Diſtinction, let us ſee what it amounts 
to; and, whether the Principle on which it is 
founded will juſtify this Claim of Church 
power, whatever be he Intention of them 
that claim it. 


A Con Ess fon, then, is framed, con- 
ſiſting of Articles of Faith and Doctrines, to 
the Truth of which all thoſe that deſire to be 
Inſtructors of the People are enjoined to ſub- 
ſcribe. If theſe Articles were expreſſed in 
* the Words of CHRIST and his Apoſtles,” , 
there could be no Doubt of their being ſcrip- 
tural. But, being in this Form capable of 
various Interpretations, Church-governours 
have thought it proper and neceſſary to intro- 
duce in their room new and unſcriptural 
Expreſſions into their Confeſſions. This is 
done in order to fix the Senſe in which the 
Subſcribers underſtand Scripture- expreſſions. 
By the by, it is not eaſy to conceive how 
unſcriptural Words and Expreſſions can ſo 
commodiouſly fix the Senſe of Scripture-ex- 

D preſſions. 


18 An EXAMINATION of 


preſſions. Such, however, is the Reaſon aſ- 
ſigned for preferring this Mode of Confeſſion, 
But, what End is propoſed by Church-govern- 
ours in thus “ fixing the Senſe in which 
* Scripture-exprefſions are underſtood by 
e thoſe who are Candidates for the Office of 
public Teaching! * Why; ; not to compel 
any one to ſubſcribe againſt his Judgement, 
but only that they may know and aſcertain 
the Faith and Doctrines of the Candidates. 
And where, it may be demanded, is the 
Hardſhip of this, either upon the Candidates 
or People? Why object to the Claim of a 
Right apparently ſo harmleſs in itſelf, if 
not beneficial in its Conſequences ?—Or, how 
can the Exerciſe of it poſſibly affe the ten- 
dereſt and moſt ſcrupulous Conſcience ?—The 
Candidates are not © compelled to aſſent to 
1c the Propoſitions contained in the eſtabliſhed 
« Confeflion,” The Confeſſion thus model- 
ed to the Mind of the Church-governours, 
* 1s not uſed by the Church as a Law to 
* compel them to aſſent, but only as a Te/? 
to diſcover, whether they do aſſent or 
| „ not.” 
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hot Ca). Very true. The Confeſſion en- 
joined to be ſubſcribed, is not of the Nature 
of a Law compelling Aſſent or Subſcription. 
And therefore it needed not have been ob- 
ſerved, that * no Church hath a Right to 
te uſe it as ſuch ; for it cannot be uſed as ſuch. 
It is only uſed, and can only be uſed as a Tee, 
and hard enough, perhaps, it will appear, in 
the Sequel, that ſuch a Confeſſion ſhould be 
uſed as a Teſt to diſcover whether they do 


aſſent or not. 


Fo] muſt now aſk, What is intended by the 
Diſcovery ?—Is any thing conſequential upon 
it either to the Candidate or People ? — Doth 
the Purpoſe of the Diſcovery terminate ſolely 
in the Satisfaction given to the Governour of 
the Church ?—The Confeſſion, it is ſaid, is 
uſed only as a Teſt to diſcover whether the 
Candidates do aſſent or not. But what Uſe is 
made of the 7% itſelf? - When the Church- 


governour hath made the Diſcovery he want- 
ed, doth the Right contended for extend 20 


(a) Vind. p. 3. I. 18. | 
farther © 
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farther ? Is the Diſcovery to ſerve him mere- 


ly as a matter of Curiofity ?—Has he a Right 
only to ſatisfy his own Inquiſitiveneſs, and, 


having done that, is his acting any farther 
in conſequence of the Diſcovery unwarrant- 
able If this be a/, the Authority he claims 
appears harmleſs enough, but uſeleſs. altoge- 
ther, and the Exertion of it ſomewhat im- 
pertinent. | 


Bor, this is far from being all that is 


meant by this rigid Teff. The ultimate End 
propoſed by enjoining Subſcription to the 
Truth of an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, is owned to 
be, with reſpect to the Candidates, to ad- 
* mit to the Office of publicly teaching 
© the Goſpel thoſe ozly that are ſound in their 
t Faith and Doctrines, and, of conſequence, 
to exclude from that Office, al/ thoſe that 
are unſound, And, that this End may be 
moſt effectually anſwered, the Confeſſion to 
be ſubſcribed is drawn up in' ſuch ſtrict 
Terms, as will leave as little Doubt as poſſi- 
ble in the Minds of Church-governours, in 
| What Senſe the Candidates underſtand thoſe 
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geripture- expreſſions, in the room of which 


the new and unſcriptural ones in the Confeſ- 


ſion are introduced. If, by ſubſcribing, or 


by a ſolemn Declaration, they give the Go- 
vernours of the Church, Aſſurance that they 
aſſent to the Articles of the Confeſſion, they 
are deemed ſound in the Faith: If, on the 
other hand, they refuſe to give this Aſſu- 
rance, they are deemed heterodox or unſound. 
The eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, therefore, is uſed 
as a Teſt of the Soundneſs or Unſounineſs of the 
Candidates for holy Orders, in their Faith and 
Doctrines; and . theſe-new and unſcriptural 
Words and Expreſſions are introduced“ 
to make it the more effectually anſwer bis 
End. So that the Diſtinction aimed at by 


way of Apology for them, viz. * that they 


** are not introduced to fix the Senſe of Scrip- 
© ture-doctrines, but to fix the Senſe in 


„ which Scripture-expreſſions are underſtood 
© by the Candidates, amounts to nothing 


that will affect the Argument in its Tendency. 


Church-governours are aſſerted to have a 
Right to enjoin any Confeſſion of Faith and 
Dottrines to be ſubſcribed, that ſhall be ſcrip- 
tural 


3 
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tural in their Opinion. Subſcription to an 
eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, containing their Opi- 
nions, is the Aſſurance which the Clergy 
are required to give, that they are ſound in 
their Faith ; and, according to the Senſe there 
fixed, and no other, of Scripture-doctrines or 
Scripture-expreſſions, they are to teach the 
People, or be excluded this Office, how 
ſtrong a Proof ſoever they may have given of 
their Abilities to teach the Goſpel, and hat- 
ever Aſſurance they are ready to give, 
that they w:// do it to the utmoſt of their 
Abilities, and according to the beſt of their 
Judgement. An Alternative attended with 
no great Hardſhip, it may be thought, on 
the honeſt Candidate l. As it doth not im- 
ply the unhappy Dilemma of „ ſubſcribe 
« or ſtarve.” —Starving would be a terri- 
ble thing, - indeed! And, therefore, the 
learned VINDICAT OR hath thought it 
worth his while to refute ſo heavy a Charge 
againſt the Church, and to ſtate the Dilem- 
ma properly. The Dilemma itſelf, he 
© obſerves, is not, Subſcribe or flarve ; but, 
Either you muſt, by ſubſcribing to the eſta- 

EY « bliſhed 
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« bliſhed Confeſſion of the Church, in which 


« you deſire to be a Teacher of the Goſpel, 


ce give it the Evidence which it requires, that 
e your Faith and Doctrines are ſuch, as it 
« Judges to be agreeable to the true Religion of 
« CHRIS T, or elſe you muſt apply yourſelf 
« to fome other Way of getting a Liveli- 
* hood (a).“ Some other Way of getting 8 
Livelihood, Mr. PRO HESSORI Some other 
Way — Than what? — Than this Way of 
ſubſcribing ? Is Subſcription to be men- 
tioned among the Ways of getting a Live- 
lihood ?—I am, then, no longer ignorant of 


ſome Part of © the general Benefit propoſed 


„by Subſcriptions (5).” 


Bur, to paſs by the Hardſhip, great or 
ſmall, of excluding the conſcientious non- ſub- 
{cribing Candidate from this way of getting 
his Livelihood, I beg Leave to turn the PR o- 
ESSO Rs Attention from the Candidate, 


(a) Vind. p. 5. lin. 17. 
() Ib. p. 6. lin. 3. 


upon 


„% „ rata rich of 

upon whoſe Loſs or Advantage it ſeems wholly 

fixed, to the Dilemma in reſpe& of the Peg- 
128 Bo 


CHuRCH-GOVERNOURS are to provide 
Teachers for the People. The Teachers muft 
all have ſubſcribed to the eſtabliſhed Confeſ- 
fion, and are thereby bound on their part to 
teach no other Doctrines than thoſe, or ſuch 
as are agreeable to thoſe, that are contained 


3 1 


— id 
- - 


| in it. What becomes of the People, then, ; 
0 in Caſe of a conſcientious Diſſent from this ar- 4 
i bitrary Confeſſion on their part ?—Muſt they 2 
; | ſubmit to be thus provided, or not be provided 
|, at all? — Les; the Dilemma on their Part 


is, You muſt either take for your Inſtructors 
thoſe whom we think ſound; or, want Goſpel- 
inſtruction, Either thoſe that are deſirous of 
inſtructing you muſt ſubſcribe, or you muſt 
farve, for want of Inſtruction, Will this 
Sort of farving be thought a leſs Hardſhip 
upon the People, than the other upon the 
Candidate ?—Or, will it be ſaid, there is no 
Fear of a Dearth of this Sort of Proviſion ?— 


That Church-governours will always be able 
to 
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to provide them with ſubſcribing, and, conſe-- 
quently, ſound Miniſters ? — But, the Mig- 
fortune is, the People happen to differ widely 
in Opinion from their Governours. They 
cannot, in Conſcience, receive the Doctrines 
taught by the Miniſters appointed them, if 
they explain Scripture invariably, according 
to the Confeſſion ſubſcribed. For they do 
not believe the Articles ſet forth in it. What 
is to be done then? They may ſeck other 
Inſtruction, if they like not that which is 
appointed. May they fo ? — But where 
will they find it ?—If Church-governours 
have a Right to require that a// thoſe that 
are defirous of preaching the Goſpel to the 
People, ſhall i ſubſcribe their eſtabliſhed 
Confeſſion, who, that have not i ſubſcrib- 
ed, have a Right to inſtruct them ?—But, if 


they may ſeck other Inſtruction than that 
which is provided for them, they cus not. 
For the PRO FHEsso R ventures to aſſert, that 
the Governours of the Church, though they 
* do not bind the Laity to ſubſcribe' to the 
* eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, yet underſtand them 
« to be beund in Conſcience, as much as the 


E ce Clergy, 


26 An Ex AMINATION of 


« Clergy, to believe and practiſe what is 


contained in it.“ In this Rule [the 
eſtabliſhed Confeſſion] they propoſe to all 
© who are Members of the Church, where- 
in they preſide, to the Laity as well as to 
the Clergy, ſuch a Summary of the Reli. 4 
« gion of CHRIST as every Chriſtian, ac- 


A" 


e cording to the beſt of their Judgement, is 
& bound in Conſcience to aſſent to( a) 


ſent to the eſtabliſhed Confeſſion, drawn up 
in terms new and unſcriptural without 
wounding his Conſcience, — Severe Judge- 
ment!—But hear their Apologiſt. When 
* they have done this, they leave every man 


« to judge and determine for himſelf, whe- 


*« ther it is ſuch an one as he ought to aſſent 
e to ornot/a).” —Inconfiſtently ſaid !--Is eve- 


ry man left to judge and determine for him-_ 


ſelf concerning the Truth or Falſhood of the 


(4) Vind, p. 14. 
(5) Vind. p. 14, 1, 8. from the Bottom. 
Confeſſion, 


This I 
ſure is keeping all tight enough in the 1 
Church In the Judgement of theſe Church- 
governours, no Chriſtian can refuſe his Aſ- © 
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confeſſion, its Agreeableneſi or Contrariety 


to the Word of Gov, and whether he ought 


= to aſſent to it or not, when the Church-go- 
vernours take upon themſelves to judge both 


for the Laity and Clergy; to judge what Sort 


of a Confeſſion they ſhall ſet forth to them 


1 for their Faith and Practice; yea, and to 
judge their very Conſciences, as they may 
3 aſſent to or diſſent from it? For they judge 


that the Laity are bound in Conſcience to be- 
lieve and practiſe what is contained therein, 


They propoſe ſuch a Summary of Religion, 


as, according to the beſt of their Judgement 


(and, at beſt, their Judgement 1s fallible) 
every Chriſtian is bound in Conſcience to aſſent 
to, 


IT is now Time to aſk ;—What doth the 
Church of Rome more than this What Ty- 
ranny doth ſhe exerciſe over the Conſciences of 
men which exceeds this ?—Or, what Fetters 
hath ſhe yet forged for their Underſtandings, 
which the Governours of every other Chriſt- 
ian Church, by the above Reaſoning, have 
not a full Right to put on the Underſtand- 
ings 
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* 


of thoſe over whom they preſide ? Doth the 
Church of Rome ſet forth the damnable Doc- 
trines of Tranſub/tantiation, Purgatory, Pray- 
ing to Saints, with a monſtrous Heap. of 
other Abſurdities, Contradictions and Super- 
ſtitions, to be taught by the Clergy, and to 
be believed and practiſed by the People ?— 
She hath good Right to enjoin them all, in 
an e/tabliſhed Confeſſion of Faith and Doc- 
trines, to be ſubſcribed by all thoſe that are 
deſirous of preaching the Goſpel, and to be a 
Rule of Faith and Practice to the Laity. It 
matters not that they are called damnable 
Doctrines, by thoſe that are without the Pale 
of that Church; or, that they be thought 
ſo by Numbers of the Laity profe/ſedly of that 
Church ; or, indeed, that they are damnable 
in themſelves, polluting the Fountain of 
Life, making the Word of Goo ſerve a Lye 
and Deluſion, and turning the Grace of the 
Goſpel into the hardeſt Bondage,—ſo long 
as the Pope, the Church-governour, judges thera 
to be ſcriptural and faving Doctrines. And 
let me aſk; What would it avail towards an 


1 Apology 
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Apology for erecting ſuch a ſpiritual Domi 
nion in the Chriſtian World, ſhould that 


powerful Prince of Darkneſs, or any of his 


miniſtring Angels for him, ſay, When we 
* have done tbis; when we have ſet forth 
«© an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion of Faith and 


«© Doftrines, as the only Rule for our Clergy, 


„ to teach and interpret the Scriptures by, 


« and containing ſuch a Summary of the 
Religion of CHRIST as every Chriſtian, 
e according to the beſt of our Judgement, is 
* bound in Conſcience to afſent to; when 
** we have done this, we leave every man to 
* judge and determine for himſelf, whether 
the Confeſſion is ſuch an one as he ought 
te to aſſent to or not? Should we not reject 
the Apology with Indignation or with Con- 
tempt ?— With Indignation; if we conſidered it 
(as well we might) as a farther Affront offer- 
edtoour Underſtandings in thus attempting to 
juſtify all his Impoſitions; With Contempt; if 
we could believe that he ſincerely endeavour- 
ed, by ſuch Meekneſs of Language, to bring 
us to a dutifu] Submiſſion to him, and hoped 
to reconcile us to his juſt and lawſul Autho- 


rity. 
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, rity. Would his alledging his Duty, as the 
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Governour of the Church, to provide the 
People with ſound Teachers, and preſerve 
them from falſe Faith and Doctrines, be ad- 
mitted as any juſt Plea for the Right of eſta- 
bliſhing whatever Confeſſion he thought pro- 
per ?—Or, ſhould we think he claimed no 
znreaſonable Power over the Souls of men, 
on telling, and even convincing us, that the 
Articles contained in the eſtabliſhed Con- 


feſſion, were, in his Opinion, and according 


to the beſt of his Judgement, ſuch as every 
Chriſtian is bound in Conſcience to affent to? 


. —No. By evincing his Sincerity he would 


but convince us of the Weakneſs of his 
Judgement, not the Reaſonableneſs of his In- 
junctions, or the Moderation of his Claim. 


Tax Right, therefore, of Church-go- 
vernours over both Clergy and Laity, which 
the PRoytEssoOR would vindicate, is very 
impertinently argued from, and the Extent 
of it unduely meaſured by, the upright Inten- 


tions of thoſe who claim it, and the Uſe of 


their beſt Judgement in the Exerciſe of the 
Power 
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Power it gives them. With Gratitude I re- 
flect upon, and confide in, the juſt Intentions, 
and acknowledge the Lenity and Moderation 
with which Church- power is exerciſed under 
the SurREME HEAD of our CHURCH. 
Yet, I am not bound to admit this as an Argu- 
ment for the Reaſonableneſs of the Claim it- 
ſelf to Power, as it ſubfiſts even in our Eſta- 
bliſhment, the moſt moderate, I believe, of 
all others. The Power actually exerciſed by 
Church-governours, limits not the Degree of 
Power to which they may claim a Right. 
Nor want I to ſhew, that Dr. RuTur r- 
FORT H means to plead for the Exertion of 
a greater Degree of Power than is exerted by 
the Governours of our Church, at preſent ; 
or, even for ſo much Power as ſome of them 
may, now and then, take upon themſelves to 
exerciſe over the inferior Clergy ; but, that 
he has proved, if his Argument is ſolid, the 
general Right of Church-governours to much 
greater, For, I think, it muſt, by this time, 
bave appeared, that the. Right which he con- 
tends for (though he calls it “ the general 
Right which the Governours of our own 


«c Or 
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ce or of any other proteſtant Church, have to 
<< enjoin, that all thoſe, who are admitted to 
* the Office of public Teaching in it, ſhall 
* ſubſcribe to the Truth of ſome Confeſſion 
< of Faith and Doctrines“) is unlimited in 
its Extent; that the Principles on which 
he hath reaſoned juſtify the Claim of 
the Church of Ro Mx, in every thing that 
ſhe requires of her Clergy ; and, that the 
Miniſters and Paſtors of every other Church 
exerciſe that Office unwarrantably; or elſe, 
that this general Right contended for is alto- 


gether inſignificant, without Meaning and 
Effect. 


I SHALL now conſider the Force of the 


Argument, by which the PrortssoR 


would vindicate the Claim of this Right over 
the Clergy. 


e The End and Purpoſe for which Chriſ- 
te tianity, or (in the Words of the V1inDÞ1- 
« CATOR ) the wniverſal Curch of 
« CHRIST, was inſtituted, is to lead men 
cc to eternal Life by the Preſervation and 

Advancement 


DR. RUTHERFORTA'S Argument, GC. 33 


% Advancement of true Religion (a). — 


This is the ft Propoſition in the Argument, 


and it is readily admitted. The next is a 
Deduction from the foregoing, viz, © It is, 


© therefore, the Duty of Church-governours 


& [thoſe who are appointed, under CHRIS r, 
© to ſuperintend and govern particular 
«© Churches] to ſecure and promote, as far 
© as they are able, the true Faith and Doc- 
& trines of the Goſpel (5).” This is as rea- 
dily granted as the other ; granted, however, 
not as a juſt Deduction of a Duty peculiar to 
Church-governours, but of a Duty incum- 
bent on every Chriſtian man, on ol! the 
Members of every particular Church, what - 
ever Office they may, or may not, bear in 
the ſame. 


I A the more diſpoſed to concede to this 
Inference, from the Manner in which the 
VINDICATO R hath explained himſelf on 
a very important Circumſtance in it. The 


(a) Vind. p. I. towards the Bottom. 
(5) Vind. p. 2.1. 3. 
L* « only 
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e only legitimate Means, he obſerves, of 
« advancing and preſerving the true Religion 
« of CHRIST, are Inſtructions in the Faith 
« and Doctrines which u E, and his Apoſtles 
© in his Name, delivered to Mankind, with 
«© Exhortations and Admonitions, to attend 
e to them, to embrace them, to perſevere 
in them, and, by a pious and virtuous 
« Life and Converſation, to bring forth the 
« proper Fruits of them( a). Undoubtedly, 
theſe are very proper and legitimate Means of 
advancing and preſerving true Religion ; and, 
though I think not the only ones, as (to men- 
tion no more) a perſonal Example of the 
Chriſtian Graces might have been added, yet 
I have no Objection to Church-governours 
exerciſing the Office of thus inſtrucking, ex- 
Borting and admoniſbing. 8 


* 


F ROM this Duty, which, it is granted, is 
incumbent on Church-governours, in common 
with all other Chriſtians, the Doctor would 
next infer their Right over the Clergy and 
Laity in the caſe of Subſcription. “ Since, 
ce therefore, it is the Duty of Church-gover- 


(a) Vind. p. 3. 
© nours 
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te nours to take care, that the People ſhould 
ec be inſtructed in the Goſpel” Hold, Sir !— 
This has not yet been granted. It is the Duty 
of Church-governours, as it is of all Chriſtian 
men, to advance and preſerve the true Re- 
ligion of CHRIST. This was rightly de- 
duced from the very End of Chriſtianity, 
and a proper Means of diſcharging their Duty 
was pointed out, viz. Inſtruction, Exhorta- 
tion and Admonition. But, that © it is the 
« Duty of Church-governours to take care, 
« that the People ſhould be inſtructed in the 
« Goſpel,” is an Aſſertion ſomewhat, in- 
deed not a little, different in its Implication. 
The former implies, that Church-governours 
ſhould, according to their Abilities and Op- 
portunities, inſfruct, exhort and admoniſh the 
Members of their particular Church, and, if 
theſe are the only legitimate Means, ſhould 
uſe no other Means of advancing and pre- 
ſerving the true Religion ; that, in ſuperin- 
tending and governing the Church (ſo far as 
the Advancement and Preſervation of Religi- 
on is concerned) they ſhould interfere no far- 
ther than this, viz. to inſtruct, exbort and ad- 


moni ſb, 
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moniſb, no more than any other Members of 


the Church, whoſe Duty alſo it is to do the 
ſame, as far as their Abilities and Opportuni- 
ties extend. But the latter implies, that they 
may and ought to interfere farther than this ; 
even to take care, that the People receive 
their Teachers and Inſtructors in the Goſpel 
at their Appointment. Whether I can admit 
this as true in itſelf or not, it is not to my 
Purpoſe to declare. I, by no means, admit it 
as a juſt Inference from the F1Rs T Poſition, 
reſpecting the End and Purpoſe for which 
Chriſtianity wasinſtituted. 


LzT us view it in the Form of a Syllo- 
giſm, that clear and ſteady Medium, which, 
in the Univerſity, never fails to give the true 
Sight of the Queſtion. Why ſhould it fail 
of the ſame Effect on the public Eye? 


THE End and Purpoſe for which this So- 
ciety (tbe univerſal Church) was inſlituted by 


CHnRIsT, the Head, is to lead men to eternal 
Life by the Preſervation and Advancement of 4 


true Religion. 
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Bur, itis the Duty of this Society by the only 
legitimate Means, of Inſtruftion, Exhortation, 
and Admonition, to anſwer the End and Pur- 


poſe for which it was inſtituted by CH RIS＋ 
their Head. 


THERE 0 R E, it is the Duty of Church- 
governours to appoint Paſtors and Teach- 
ers for the People. 


Is this a juſt Concluſion : Far from it. — 
We are not lead by theſe Steps to under- 
ſtand the Duty of Church-governours as 
ſuch; an Office not mentioned in the Pre- 
miſes of the Syllogiſm. The only juſt and 
immediate Inference is: 


THEREFORE, it is the Duty of this Soci- 
ety [of all the Members thereof, of Church- 
governours not more than of others] by the 
above-mentioned Means only, to preſerve and 
advance the true Religion which leads to eternal 


Life. 


Trax Duty, indeed, is predicated uni- 
verſally of the Society, and, therefore, muſt 
be extended to Church-goyernours, who ore 


Members 
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Members thereof, but not excluſively of the 


People. The ſame Duty, and no other, is ; 


predicated of them, that is predicated of the 
People. And what is that Why; not, © to 
* tale care that the People ſhall be inſtruc- 
* ted in the Goſpel,” or, in other words, 
* to appoint Paſtors and Teachers(a);” but, 
to inſtruct in the Truth of the Goſpel, to 
exhort and admoniſh, every man his Neigh- 
bour, to the utmoſt of his Abilities; if theſe 
be the anly legitimate Means of advancing 
and preſerving Religion. This only is the 
Duty of Church-governours, conſidered as 
Members of this Society, and as ſuch only they 
ſhould be conſidered in the Concluſion, having 


appeared in no other Light in the Premiſes of 
the Syllogiſm. 


HERE, therefore, we might ſtop, and leave 
the PRoFxt580R to prove this Poſition, 
which is by no means rightly inferred, viz, 
e that it is the Duty of Church-governours 
te to take care that the People ſhould be in- 


(a) Vind, p. 3. 
*« ſtructed 
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« ſtructed in the Truth of the Goſpel,” be- 
fore we proceed any farther in the Examina- 
tion of his Argument. Becauſe, whatever he 
would infer from a Propoſition, which itſelf 
is unproved, cannot be admitted for Truth. 
However, while we are about it, let us ſee 
what might be made of this Poſition, allow- 
ing it in Favour of the Argument. 


Tu E learned VINDICATOR would 
thus avail himſelf of it : © Since, therefore, it 
js the Duty of Church-governours to take 
ec care, that the People ſhould be inſtructed 
in the Truth of the Goſpel ; they have a 
« Right to require, that all thoſe, whom 
<«« they appoint to be Paſtors and Teachers, 


A 


c 


= < ſhould firſt give them /uficrent A ſſurance 


— 


of the Soundneſs of their Faith and Doe- 
ce trines.” Here be it obſerved, that, when the 
VinDICATOR fays, ** That it is the Du- 
ee ty of Church-governours to take care that 
ce the People ſhould be inſtructed, he means, 
that it is their Duty “ 79 appoint Paſtors 
| * axd 
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© and Teachers for them(a),” On this, their 
ſnppoſed Duty, he grounds their Right to re- 
quire, of the Candidates for Orders, ſufficient 


Aſſurance of the Soundneſs of their Faith 
and Dottrines, | 


N ow, not to mention, at preſent, the 
Vagueneſs of the Term by which we are to 
meaſure the Nature and Extent of that Aflu- 
rance to which they are faid to be entitled, 
how does it appear as yet, that Church-go- 
vernours have a Right to require any Aſſu- 
rance of the Soundneſi, in Faith and Doctrines, 
of thoſe whom they appoint ?—They have a 
Right to require every thing of the Candi- 
dates that will enable them to do their Duty as 
Church- governours. But, if the Aſſurance re- 
quired be not neceſſary to this End, nor can 
enable them better and more certainty, than 
ſome other Method might, to provide Miniſters 
for the People, it doth not appear that they 


(a) I have not therefore miſrepreſented the DocToR*: 
Argument, by ſubſtituting, to illuſtrate his Meaning, the 
one Expreſſion for the other, 


have 
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have. a Right to deniind it. Now, the Aſ- 
ſurance required, though it is called an Aſ- 
ſurance of Soundneſs in Paith and Dedrines, 
is nothing more, in the VinDICAToR's 
account, than an Aſſurance of the Soundneſs 
of the Candidates in that Faith and thoſe Doc- 
trines, which Church-governours have ſet 
forth in the eſtabliſhed Confeſfion. But, the 
Church-governours themſelves may be groſſly 
miſtaken and unſound in their Faith and Doc- 
trines ; and many of the Articles enjoined to 
be ſubſcribed may be contrary to the Word 
of Go p. In that caſe, inſtead of having 
done their Duty, which was to take care, 
© that the People ſhould be inſtructed in the 
t Truth of the Goſpel,” they have, by ap- 
pointing unſound Paſtors and Teachers, taken 
care, that the People ſhould be inſtructed 
in Faith and Doctrines, that are contrary to 
the Truth of the Goſpel. 


WIII it be ſaid, that they have done their 
Duty, becauſe they have acted according to 
the be/? of their Judgement? — By no means 
fhould it be fo ſaid in this Caſe.— They ſhould 


G have 
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have acted according to ſome more certain 


Rule, in determiping on the Soundneſs of 
Candidates, than their own Judgement, It 


lies on the VINDICATOR to ſhew, that, 
allowing it to be the Duty of Church-govern- 


ours to provide the people with ſound Paſtors, 
the Method they take for this purpoſe, in re- 


quiring Subſcription, is the moſt effectua! 
Method of informing their Judgement, and | 
leading them to the beſt and ſafeſt Choice of 
Miniſters, before we can allow that they 
have done their Duty by acting according to 
their own Judgement in this matter. As 


that has not been ſhewn, it doth not appear, 
yet, that they have a Right to determine 
upon the Soundneſs of the Faith of Paſtors 
for the People by their own Judgement. In 
ſhort, it doth not appear from the argument, 
but that, if any Aſſurance be neceſſary to be 
given by thoſe that are willing to teach the 
Goſpel, of their Scundneſi in Faith and Doc- 
trines, it ſhould be given to the People them- 
ſelves. They, for any thing the PRO Es- 
so R hath urged to the contrary, may be the 
xropereſt Judges for themſelves in this affair, 


and 


— 
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and what ſort of Miniſters, in reſpect of Or- 
thodoxy, ſhould be appointed them. Orhers 
may be fitter Judges of their Learning and 
other Qualifications for the Office of public 
Teaching, but, of their Soundneſs in the Chriſt- 


jan Faith, the People, for any thing, I ſay, 


yet urged in the Vindication to the contrary, 
may have the juſteſt Claim to all the Satiſ- 
faction that is proper to be given, 


Ber, ſuppoſing the Church-governours, 
and not the People, have a Right to demand 
ſome Aſſurance of the Candidates, that they 
are ſound in the Faith, let us ſee what Aſſu- 
rance of this they are entitled, by their Office, 
to require. The PRO ESSO R ſays, they 
have a Right to require ſufficient Aſſurance.— 
Very fair for both Sides, this, the Governour 
and the Candidate What Church-govern- 
our can defire to have more Aſſurance given 


him than is ſufficient *—And what Candidate 


can reaſonably refuſe to give only ſo much as 


is ſuficient ?—So obviouſly equitable the 
VINDICA TOR ſeems to think this muſt 
appear to every man, that he thus caps the 

finiſhing 
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finiſhing of his Argument in favour of 
Church-governours; This is l that they 
do, when they require them to ſubſcribe 
*© to an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion.” And indeed, 
Sir, it is far toc much, as the Sufficiency has 
been defined, for any Chriſtian to require, 
and for any Chriſtian to ſubmit to. For, it 
hath already been ſhewn, that nothing can 
give that ſufficient Aſſurance to Church-go- 
vernours, which the PROFESsSOR vindi- 
cates their Right to receive of the Candi- 
dates, ſhort of a Subſcription to an eſtab- 


| liſhed Confeſſion, that ſhall} contain ſuch 


Articles of Faith and Doctrines as they 


pleaſe, (criptural or unſcriptural, provided 
they be ſcriptural in heir Judgement. 


Though we ſhould admit, therefore, every 
other part of the Argument, yet we mulſt 
ſtop here. We can go no farther oa the way 
with the Doc rox, without facing down 
Reaſon, and common Senſe itſelf, 


« I is the Duty of Church-governours 
* to take care, that the People ſhould be 
« inſtructed in the Truth of the Goſpel ; 


© THEREFORE 
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« THEREFORE, they have 4 Right to 
it enjoin Subſcription to AN” (I may now take 
the Liberty (a) with this little Word to put 
it) © any eſtabliſbed Confeſſion they think pro- 
* per.“ I need not add more to expoſe the 
Enorinity of this Concluſion, unleſs it be 
to ſhew farther, that the very oppofite Con- 
cluſion may be drawn, with equal, if not 


4 more, logical Exactneſs, from this ſuppoſed 


bub of Church-governours—Thus 


Ir it be the Duty of Church-governcurs 
to take care that the People ſhould be inflruc= 
ted in the Truth of the Goſpel—they have a 
Right to enjoin, that all thoſe, whom they admit 
to the Office of public Teaching, [hall firſt give 
them ſufficient Aſſurance, that they will not 
teach and explain the Scriptures, according 10 


any Syſtem of Faith and Doctrines, drawn up 
by fallible Men. 1 


(a) Not a greater one, than what the Doeror thinks 
may juſtifiably enough be taken, by Church-governours, 
with Scripture itſelf. 


Burt 


46 DA EXAMINATION of 


Bur, it is the Duty of Church-Governours 
to take care that the People ſhould be nfiructed 
in the Truth of the Goſpel. 


THEREFORE, they have a Right to en- 
join, that all thoſe whom they admit to the Office 
of public Teaching, ſhall firſt give them ſufficient 
Aſſurance, that they will not teach and explain 


the Scriptures according to any Syſtem of Faith 
ond Doctrines, drawn up by fallible Men; in 


other words, that they will not ſubſcribe to 
an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion of Faith and Doc- 


trines. 


I s AV not, that this is a true Propoſition or 
juſtly inferred ; but this I will maintain, that 
it is a more juſt Inference from the ſuppoſed 
Duty of Church-governours, than, that they 
have a Right to require Subſcription to 
ſuch an eſtabliſhed Confeſſion as the VI N- 
DICATOR mult mean, if there be any Mean- 
ing at all in the Right contended for, 


F R O M 
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FROM the foregoing View of the Argu- 
ment, as to its Tendency more eſpecially, it ap- 
pears, how little Reaſon we have to applaud 
ſuch a Zeal for eccleſiaſtical Eſtabliſhments, 
as may carry the Man, whoſe Heart is poſ- 
ſeſſed of it, beyond thoſe Bounds of Diſ- 
cretion he meant not to trangreſs ; within 
which Bounds alone any real and effential 
Service to our Eſtabliſhment in particular 
can be done. Scornfully as the Projectors 
of its farther Reformation (which certainly 
muſt be wiſhed for by every true Member 
of it) have been hitherto treated, by ſome, as 
mere Viſionaries; by others, as dangerous In- 
novators ; ſure I am, that to oppoſe them 
on Principles favourable to 4 Eſtabliſh- 
ments, to the worſt and moſt intolerant, no 
leſs than to the beſt and moſt rational, tends 
more to diſgrace the Conſtitution of our 
Church, in the eyes of all ſenſible and. con- 
ſiderate perſons, than even the moſt inju- 
dicious Attempts that have been made to 
remove its acknowledged Imperfections. It 
ſhould make the Zealot for Church-autho- 
rity ſomething cooler, and l:{s ſtrenuous in 


his 
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his Endeavour to keep it to its full Stretch ; 
to conſider, that he is thus moſt effectual- 
ly weakening it, and opening a Way for thoſe 
very Innovations which he ſo much dreads, 
and abſurdly thinks to keep out by oppoſ- 
ing to them an unwarrantable Authority. 
In a Land of civil Liberty, this Method, 
of vindicating the Right and defending the 
Conduct of Church-governours, will prove 
worſe than ineffectual for the purpoſe. It 
will infpire into the Minds of one part of 
the Clergy (if the Laity ſhould think them- 
ſelves totally unintereſted in the Subject) a 
reſtleſs Jealouſy of a Power over them, un- 
ſuſpected, before, through the gentle Exer- 
tion of it under a mild Government. 


AFTER all, I would not have the learn- 
ed Man, whoſe Argument I have freely ex- 
amined, think that he is repreſented as be- 
ing of an intolerant and perſecuting Spirit. 
T mean not to do it.— I have not done 
it —I think him not ſuch. Nor ſhould 
I think myſelf juſtified (though by high 

Example 
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Example (a) authorized) in caſting any 
invidious Reflection, for the Principles 
avowed in his Book, on the Atmoſphere in 
which THIS learned Profeſſor hath been brought 
up, and ſtill breathes. The Principles, on 
which he hath reaſoned, are very different 
from thoſe on which, I believe, he would a# 
in a higher, and on which he appears to act 
in his preſent Sphere, of eccleſiaſtical Author- 


ity. Theſe are every day bringing Honour 
to the Man, in their apparent Influence on 
his Conduct, while the, miſtaken for Prin- 
ciples of a better kind than they really are, 
appear to the Diſcredit of the Vriter. For, 
T appeal to every one that is acquainted with 
the Subject, and ſhall have carefully examin- 
ed the Vindication, whether it is not found- 
ed on thoſe very Principles, which the honeſt, 
though miſtaken(a), Diſſenter, is every day 
repreſenting as the Reproach of theCyuurcu 


(a) Biſhop of GLOUCESTER, 


(5) I mean miſtaken, only, in thinking, that the 
CuuRcn of ENGL AN p holds thoſe Principles on: 
which the ViNDICATOR has reaſoned. 
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of ENGL AND, which the artful Papiſt affects 
to compliment Her for retaining, but which a 


true Church-of-Eng/and-man will ever in- 
dignantly 4: Maden VS en eee 


P. S. TRE Author, during the W 
the former Editions, as well in point of Ty- 
pography as the Language itſelf, received by 
the hands of his Bookſeller, a Letter directed, 
«© To the Examiner of Dr. RUTHERFORTH'S 
£ Argument, and ſigned, A PRoTEs T- 
ANT. As the EXAMINER has no Directions 
to his unknown Correſpondent, a particular 
Anſwer cannot be expected. This Method, 
however, is taken of aſſuring the Writer of 
the Letter, in general, that the Examiner, 
far from being offended, thinks himſelf ob- 
liged, by the F reedoni he has uſed, and it is, 
hoped” that the Note on the laſt Sentence, 
inſerted in this Edition, and' occaſioned by his 
Remark on the Expreſſion to which it re- 
fers, will be ſufficient to clear up to, Him 
the EXAMINER'S Meaning, and Fier c 
fature Miſapprebenlipn of it in e, 0 
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